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US. Customs Service 
(T.D. 76-121) 


Foreign currencies—Quarterly list of rates of exchange 


Lists.of buying rates in U.S. dollars certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by 
the Federal Reserve Bank of New York for use during the quarter shown 


DEPARTMENT OF THE-TREASURY, 
OFFICE- OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CuSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., April.19, 1976: 


The appended table lists the buying rates in U.S. dollars for cértain 
foreign currencies. first. certified to the: Secretary. of the Treasury by 
the: Federal Reserve Bank_ of New York under the provisions. of 
section’ 522(c), Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), for 
a day in the quarter shown. ‘These rates of exchange are published for 
the information .and use -of Customs Officers and others concerned. 
pursuant. to Part 159, Subpart.C, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 159, 
Subpart C). 

(LIQ-3) 
JamMEs-D. CoLEMAN, 
for Joun B. O’LovGHLIN; 
Director, 
Duty. Assessment Division. 
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List of values of foreign currencies certified to the Secretary of the Treasury 
by the Federal Reserve Bank of New York under provisions of 
section 522(c), Tariff Act of 1930, as amended 


Quarter Brearnnine Aprit 1 To JunE 30, 1976 


Country Name of Currency US. Dollars. 
Australas... << ..2.nebieee Ser. 2s C62 a. caw $1. 2465 
Austivia__.. SS RAs Beminegeo2S25 pos S 2S . 0550 
Belgium... . 4... csaweue PON. 8 desc seen . 025730 
OGODS ce ns xs <eoreneiicanine CME chee ew on pean 1. 0157 
Denmark...... so 3c cee gis ork ceases . 1643 
Finland... sansa dude Wap aint e cn . 2608 
France. .cmucar die alesod PRONG. oc ci cose seudsn<e . 2136 
Germaby.ij- ised. -dik-we Deutsche Mark-_-_.------ . 3958 
OUI... . 3. cnqinpeiek Manele TID 6. kin stein eins . 1115 
Ireland. 2.20 .cbu aks Powpasii2iieislelbicb 1. 8840 
ltehy iacciusu cilia cage Para i. bs oelsss det es . 001189 
Jépanisoisisiy.sidsabdee Yenvci~ ledssil vncwes . 003339 
Malaysia. oc... 2k eae Dollar. Judi sakciual . 3911 
Motioo ss hu4 sce eye Peeds. 2260 I. awose wise . 0800 
Netherlands. -........---- Guilder. i Jo. e20 bbe. < . 3725 
New Zealand_-_-........-- Dollaf 3.) cuwpe .0el ac 1.0181 
NOWRA. cui cen Gameeee Ml0NGs 6.5. 55 .Sscaeewce . 1816 
Portes). S6ccc5csccseeme WRONG. Cie ncceeccnne . 0341 
South Africa... -cswel.- ROME os ee eee 1. 1480 
Spaiiisossn ti). wiual-as POE. cake ciheceends, . 014930 
Sri-Lanka... . swiwsiG..ccles NG ss cc ueeed ae . 1240 
Sweédebsis ii ccscvsscdeaael RS Sis ibaa s . 2274 
Switzerland... cs-cuccase BOM cn ccuvesalacahes . 3958 
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CUSTOMS 
(TED? 76-122) 
Foreign currencies—Daily rates for countries not on quarterly list 


Rates of exchange certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York for the Hong Kong dollar, Iran rial, Philippines 
peso, Singapore dollar, Thailand baht (tical) 


DEPARTMENT. OF THE TREASURY, 
OFrFicE OF THE CoMMISSIONER oF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., April 20, 1976. 


The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 522(c), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), has certified buying 
rates in U:S. dollars for the dates and foreign’ currencies shown 
below. These rates of exchange are published for the information and 
use of Customs officers and others concerned pursuant to Part 159, 
Subpart C, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 159, Subpart C). 


Hong Kong dollar: 


BOUES S00. 6 ct one tec ee a ae $0. 2031 

Aer 6. 1096-2 02 Aedes Pariadto. Jose Pied ~~ 2081 

pie tly fe MRA BE A ne pe RE tha . 2031 

Rs: EVO! SU rently sathormed fo issue y) . 2031 

TRI Os MET Menai gnc bance Ceeae eee . 2015 
Tran rial: 

Me BB IGT B i cccamtntcannat Dawns concn $0. 0144 
Philippines peso: 

Apis) 8° FOTOS kang necusaar $0. 1330 
Singapore dollar: 

NR TO ee a ee $0. 4026 

Mee T1623. cee . 4023 

APRN, 1076... oo o.oo aozgut) x0 - 4023 

Apel $, 1076......-...- 2. ea . 4020 

April 0, 1076... CR Hee S NG 4027 
Thailand baht (tical): 

Aorth SnO_ 1978. ccnntphndnmbinen cle ded $0. 0490 
(LIQ-3) 


James D. CoLEMan, 
for Joun B. O’Loveutin, 
Director, 

Duty Assessment Division. 
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(T,D,.76-123) 
Cotton textiles—Visa requirement 


Restriction on entry of cotton textiles and cotton textile products 
manufactured or produced in Brazil 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CusToMs, 
Washington,DC, April 30, 1976. 


There is published below the directive of April 23, 1976, received 
by the Commissioner of Customs from the Chairman, Committee for 
the Implementation of Textile Agreements, concerning the visa 
requirement for, cotton textiles and cotton textile products manu- 
factured or produced in Brazil. This directive further amends, but 
does not cancel, that Committee’s directive of June 29, 1972 (T.D. 
72-200). 

This directive was published in the Feperat ReeisTer on April 28, 
1976 (41 FR 17809), by the Committee. 

(QUO-2-1) 
James D. CoLEMAN, 
jor Joun B. O’LovGHiiN 
Director, 
Duty Assessment Division. 





THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20230 


CoMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 
April 23, 1976. 


CoMMISSIONER. OF. CusToMsS 
Department of the. Treasury 
Washington, D.C. 20229 


Dear Mr. ComMISSIONER: 


This directive further amends, but does not cancel, the directive of 
June 29, 1972 from the Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
Textile Agreements, that directed you to prohibit, under certain 
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specific conditions, entry into the: United States for consumption 
and withdrawal from warehouse for consumption of cotton textiles 
and cotton textile products in Categories 1 through 64, produced or 
manufactured in the Federative Republic of Brazil, for which that 
Government had not issued an appropriate visa. One of the require- 
ments is that each visa include the signature of a Brazilian official 
authorized to ‘issue visas. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Bilateral Cotton Textile Agree- 
ment. of October 23, 1970, as amended, between the Governments 
of the United States and the Federative Republic of Brazil, and in 
accordance with the provisions of Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 
1972, the directive of June 29, 1972 is further amended, effective on 
April 28, 1976, to authorize the following Brazilian officials to. issue 
visas, in addition to those previously designated in our letters of 
January 25, 1974 and November 7, 1974: 


Jose Magno de Leao Brasil 
Flavio Eduardo de Patricio Ribeiro 
Jose Coracy de Souza Coelho 


Messrs. Jose Eynard de Arruda Furtado, Jose Francisco Reboucas 
Lins, and Darcy Furtado Rocha will no longer issue visas. A complete 
list of Brazilian officials currently authorized to issue visas is enclosed. 

The actions taken with respect to the Government of the Federa- 
tive Republic of Brazil and with respect to imports of cotton textiles 
and cotton textile products from Brazil have been.determined by the 
Committee for the Implementation of Textile Agreements to involve 
foreign affairs functions of the United States. Therefore, the direc- 
tions to the Commissioner of Customs, being necessary to the imple- 
mentation of such actions, fall within the foreign affairs exception 
to the rulemaking provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. This letter will be pub- 
lished in the Feprrat RecistTar. 


Sincerely, 
AuaN PoLANSsKY 
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements, and 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Resources and Trade Assistance 
U.S. Department of Commerce 
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Officials of the Federative Republic of Brazil Authorized to 
Issue Visas for Cotton Textiles and Cotton Textile Products 
Exported to the United States 


Honorio Onofre de Abreu 
Alvaro de Sa Andrade 
Francisco Sampaio de Araujo 
Jose Carlos de Araujo 

Nelson Geraldo Avellar 
Alvaro Volpe Bacelar 

Eduardo Jose Ferreira Barnes 
Antonio Carlos Bastos Junior 
Henrique Reis Bergan 

Jose Magno de Leao Brasil 
Jose Coracy de Souza Coelho 
Octavio de Almeida Ribeiro Dantas 
Aluysio Almeida Diniz 

Jose Maria Duprat 

Fued Farhat 

Jayme Lobo Ferreira 

Antonio Bezerra de Figueiredo 
Darcy Mattos Fonseca 

Mario Jofre Pinto de Freitas 
Publio Jackson Furiatti 

Eudes Izar 

Mario Emilio Kreibich 
Osvaldo Ladewig 

Gilfredo Vieira Lessa 

Antonio Lins 

Jarbas Cezar Loureiro 


Francisco Magalhaes 

Nelson Duran Mascia 

Clidenor Jacob Medeiros 

Rolando Missfeldt 

Arnaldo Nogueira Junior 

Renato de Arruda Penteado Junior 

Joffre Pereira 

Elmo Pignatano 
Rufino Cancio Pires 
Fauzi Rahme 

Luiz Ramina 

Flavio Eduardo de Patricio Ribeiro 

Lair Passos Saraiva 

Flavio Scottini 

Isaac Carneiro da Silva 

Nestor de Almeida e Silva 

Onofre Marques da Silva Junior 

Geraldo de Souza 


Ernio Antonio Thimmig 
Dario Raphael Tobar 
Danilo Octavio de Toledo 
Roberto Varella 

Jaire Perez de Vasconcellos 
Armando Vulcano 

Celso Mario Zipf 





(T.D. 76-124) 


Cotton textile products—Restriction on entry 


Nilo Augusto Borges Teixeira 


Restriction, on entry of cotton textile products manufactured or produced in 
Pakistan 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE CoMMISSIONER OF CusTOMs, 


Washington, D.C., April 30, 1976. 


There is published below the directive of April 26, 1976, received 


by the Commissioner of Customs from the Chairman, Committee for 
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the Implementation of ‘Textile Agreements, amending the level cd 
restraint established in‘ the directive of December 19, 1976 (T. D.. 
76-20), for cotton textile products, Category. 31, manufactured or. 
produced in Pakistan. 

‘ This directive was published in the Fepzrat Recister on April 28; 

1976 (41 FR 17812), by the Committee. 

~ (QUO-2-1) 7 
James D, CoLEMAN, — 
for Joun B. O’LotGurin; 

Director, 

Duty Assessment Division: 





THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20230 


CoMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 


April 26, 1976: 
ComMIssioNnER oF Customs 
Department of the Treasury 
Washington, D.C. 20229 


Dear Mr. Commissioner: 


On December 19, 1975, the Chairman, Committee for the fame 
tation of Textile Agreements, directed you to prohibit entry during 
the twelve-month period beginning January 1, 1976 and extending 
through December 31, 1976 of cotton textile products in certain 
specified categories, produced or manufactured in Pakistan, in excess 
of designated levels of restraint. The Chairman’ further advised you 
that the levels of restraint are subject to adjustment:' 

Under the terms of the Arrangement Regarding International Trade’ 
in Textiles done at Geneva on December 20, 1973, pursuant to para- 
graphs 6(b) and 7(a) (ii) of the Bilateral Cotton Textile Agreement of 
May 6, 1975, between the Governments of the United States aid 
Pakistan, and in accordance with the provisions of Executive Order’ 
11651 of March 3, 1972, you are directed to amend, effective on 
April 27, 1976, the levels: of restraint established for Category 31 to 
15,017,022 pieces for the twelve-month period which began on Jan- 
uary 1, 1976.? 

1 The term “adjustment” refers to those provisions of the Bilateral Cotton Textile Agreement of May 6; 
1975 between the Governments of the United States and Pakistan which provide, in part, that (1) within the 
aggregate and applicable group limits, specific levels of restraint may be exceeded by designated percentages; 
(2) these levels may be increased for carryover and carryforward up to 11 percent of the applicable category 
limit; (3) administrative arrangements or adjustments may be made to resolve minor problems arising in the 


implementation of the agreement. 
2 The level has not been adjusted to reflect any entries made after December 31, 1975; 


205-323—76——-2 
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The actions taken with respect to the Government of Pakistan 
and with respect to imports of cotton textile products from Pakistan 
have been determined by the Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements to involve foreign affairs functions of the United 
States. Therefore, the directions to the Commissioner of Customs, 
being necessary to the implementation of such actions, fall within 
the foreign affairs exception to the rule-making provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
553. This letter will be published in the Frepprat ReaistEr. 


Sincerely, 
Aan PoLaNsky 
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements, and 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Resources and Trade Assistance 
U.S. Department of Commerce 


(T.D. 76-125) 
Cotton and manmade fiber textiles—Restriction on entry 


Restriction on entry of cotton and manmade fiber textile products in certain 
categories manufactured or produced in Haiti 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., April 30, 1976. 


There is published below the directive of April 13, 1976, received by 
the Commissioner of Customs from the Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements, concerning the restriction on 
entry into the United States of cotton and manmade fiber textile 
products in certain categories manufactured or produced in Haiti. 

This directive was published in the Feprrat Register on April 16, 
1976 (41 FR 16203), by the Committee. 

(QUO-2-1) 
James D. CotEeman, 
for Joun B. O’Loveutin, 
Director, 
Duty Assessment Dwision. 
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THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20230 


CoMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 


April 13, 1976. 
ComMISSIONER OF CusTOMS 
Department of the Treasury 
Washington, D.C. 20229 


Derar Mr. CoMMISSIONER: 


| This directive cancels and supersedes the directive issued to you 
| on September 22, 1975 by the Chairman of the Committee for the 
f Implementation of Textile Agreements, which directed you to prohibit 
entry of cotton textiles and cotton textile products in certain specified 
categories, produced or manufactured in Haiti and exported to the 
United States during the twelve-month period which began on Octo- 
ber 1, 1975, in excess of the designated levels of restraint. It also 
cancels the directives of October 24, 1975 and February 25, 1976 
regarding imports of man-made fiber textile products in Categories 
214, 219, 228, 229, 233 and 238. 

Under the terms of the Arrangement Regarding International 
Trade in Textiles done at Geneva on December 20, 1973, pursuant 
to the Bilateral Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber Textile Agreement 
of March 23, 1976, between the Governments of the United States 
and Haiti, and in accordance with the provisions of Executive Order 
11651 of March 3, 1972, you are directed to prohibit, effective on 
April 20, 1976, and for the twelve-month period beginning on Jan- 
uary 1, 1976 and extending through December 31, 1976, entry into 
the United States for consumption of cotton textile products in Cate- 
gories 39, 45/46/47, 51, 53, 54, and 63 and man-made fiber textile 
products in Categories 214, 216, 217, 219, 222, 223, 224, 225, 228, 229, 
230, 233, 235, 237, 238, and 239, in excess of the following levels of 
restraint: 





Category Twelve-Month Level of Restraint! 


39 283, 527 . dozen pairs 

45/46/47 2,000,000 square yards equivalent 
51 56,189 — dozen 

53 22,075 dozen 

54 40,000 dozen 

63 434,783 pounds 


See footnote at end of table. 
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Category ~ Twelve-Month Level of Restraint’ 
214 566,572 dozen pairs 
216 * «44,150» dozen 

247 38,491 dozen 
219 258,715 dozen.. 
222 207,865 dozen 
223 125,000 dozen 
224 589,744 pounds 
225 673,684 dozen 
228 254, 646°: 7 dozen 
229 99,394 dozen 
230 55,188 dozen 
233 192,488 dozen 
235 81,766 dozen 
237 444,444 numbers 
238 258,427. dozen 
239 231,250 dozen 


1 The levels of restraint have not been adjusted to reflect any entries made after December 31, 1975. 


Entries of cotton and man-made fiber textile products, produced 
or manufactured in Haiti, which have been exported to the United 
States prior to January 1, 1976 shall not be subject. to this directive, 

Cotton textile products in Category 54 and man-made fiber textile 
products in Categories 216, 217, 222, 223, 224, 225, 230, 235, 237, 
and 239 which have been released from the custody of the U.S. 
Customs Service under the provisions of 19 U.SiC. 1448(b) before 
the effective date of this directive shall not be denied entry under this 
directive. 

The levels of restraint set forth above are subject to adjustment 
in the future pursuant to the provisions of the bilateral agreement 
of March 23, 1976, between the Governments of the United States 
and Haiti which provide, in part, that: (1) the aggregate, group and. 
specific limits will be increased 7 percent annually; (2) specific ceilings 
may be increased for carryover and carryforward up to 11 percent of 
tha applicable category limit; (3) consultation levels may be increased 
within the aggregate and applicable group limits upon agreement 
between the two governments; and (4) administrative arrangements or 
adjustments may be made to resolve minor problems arising in the 
implementation of the agreement. Any appropriate future adjustments 
under the provisions of the bilateral agreement referred to above will 
be made to you by letter. 
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The actions taken. with respect to the Government of Haiti and 
with respect to imports of cotton and man-made fiber textile products 
from Haiti have been determined by the Committee for the Imple- 
mentation of Textile Agreements to involve foreign affairs functions 
of.the United States. Therefore, the directions to the Commissioner 
of Customs, being necessary to the implementation of such actions, 
fall within the foreign affairs exception to the rulemaking provisions 
of 5. U.S.C. 553. This letter will be published in the Freprrau 
REGISTER. 


Sincerely, 
ALAN PoLansky 
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements, and 
Deputy, Assistant Secretary for 
Resources and Trade Assistance 
U.S. Department of Commerce 


(T.D. 76-126) 
Cotton textiles—Restriction on entry 


Restriction on entry of cotton ‘textiles and cotton textile products in certain 
categories manufactured or produced in El Salvador 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., April 830, 1976. 


There is published below the directive of April 19, 1976, received by 
the Commissioner of Customs from ‘the Chairman, Committee for 
the Implementation of Textile Agreements, concerning the restriction 
on entry into the United States of cotton textiles and cotton textile 
products in certain categories manufactured or produced in-El 
Salvador. 

This directive was published in the FrprraL Reeister on April 22, 
1976 (41 FR 16861), by the Committee. 


(QUO-2-1) 


JAMES D. CoLEMAN, 
for Joun B. O’LovueHiin; 
Director, 

Duty Assessment Division? 








12 CUSTOMS 


THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20230 


CoMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 


April 19, 1976. 


CoMMISSIONER OF CusTOMS 
Depertment of the Treasury 
Washington, D.C. 20229 


Dear Mr. ComMMISSIONER: 


Under the terms of the Bilateral Cotton Textile Agreement of 
April 19, 1972, as amended and extended, between the Governments 
of the United States and El Salvador, and in accordance with the 
provisions of Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, you are directed 
to prohibit, effective on April 22, 1976 and for the twelve-month 
period beginning on April 1, 1976, and extending through March 31, 
1977, entry into the United States for consumption and withdrawal 
from warehouse for consumption of cotton textiles and cotton textile 
products in Categories 1/2/3/4, 9, 15 and 31, produced or manufactured 
in El Salvador, in excess of the following levels of restraint: 


Category Twelve-Month Levels of Restraint 
1/2/3/4 435,966 pounds 

9 1, 769,513 square yards 
15 1,179,675 square yards 
31 1,694,935 numbers 


In carrying out this directive, entries of cotton textiles and cotton 
textile products in Categories 1/2/3/4, 9, 15 and 31, produced or manu- 
factured in El Salvador, which have been exported to the United 
States from El Salvador prior to April 1, 1976, shall to the extent of 
any unfilled balances, be charged against the levels of restraint estab- 
lished for such goods for the twelve-month period beginning April 1, 
1975 and extending through March 31, 1976. In the event the levels 
of restraint for that twelve-month period have been exhausted by 
previous entries, such goods shall be subject to the levels set forth in 
this letter. 

The levels of restraint set forth above are subject to adjustment 
pursuant to the provisions of the bilateral agreement of April 19, 1972, 
as amended and extended, between the Governments of the United 
States and El Salvador. 

A detailed description of the categories in terms of TSUSA numbers 
was published in the Feprrat Reaister on February 3, 1975 (40 
FR 5010), as amended on December 31, 1975 (40 FR 60220). 
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In carrying out the above directions, entry into the United States 
for consumption shall be construed to include entry for consumption 
into the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

The actions taken with respect to the Government of El Salvador 
and with the respect to imports of cotton textiles and cotton textile 
products from El Salvador have been determined by the Committee 
for the Implementation of Textile Agreements to involve foreign 
affairs functions of the United States. Therefore, the directions 
to the Commissioner of Customs, being necessary to the implementa- 
tion of such actions, fall within the foreign affairs exception to the 
rule-making provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. This letter will be published 
in the FepERAL REGISTER. 


Sincerely, 


Auan PoLansky 
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements, and 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Resources and Trade Assistance 
U.S. Department of Commerce 


(T.D. 76-127) 
Antidumping—Primary lead metal from Australia 


The Secretary of the Treasury make public a revocation of the finding of dumping 
with respect to primary lead metal from Australia 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D.C., May 3, 1976. 


A finding of dumping with respect to primary lead metal from 
Australia was published as Treasury Decision 74-128 in the FepERAL 
Register of April 17, 1974 (89 FR 13783). On January 8, 1976, 
there was published in the Feprrat Reeister (41 FR 1502) a 
“Notice of Receipt and Referral of Petition for Revocation of Dump- 
ing Finding” with respect to this merchandise. 

The above-referenced notice stated that a petition was received on 
February 4, 1975, on behalf of several large U.S. consumers of lead 
metal requesting a revocation of the dumping finding on primary 
lead metal from Australia and further that such allegations as were 
made in the petition concerned solely alloged changes in circumstances 
claimed to affect the earlier injury determination by the Tariff Com- 
mission (now the United States International Trade Commission). 
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The notice also stated that, having gathered and analyzed additional 
price information, this matter was being referred to that Commission 
for whatever review it deemed appropriate. 

In a notice published in the Feprrat Reaister of April 27, 1976 
(41 FR 17628), the United States International Trade Commission 
announced that on the basis of its investigation into the matter, the 
Commission had determined that if the finding of dumping were 
revoked, an industry in the United States would not likely be injured 
by reason of the importation of primary lead metal from Australia at 
less than fair value within the meaning of the Antidumping Act, 1921, 
as amended. 

Accordingly, I hereby revoke the finding of dumping published as 
T.D. 74-128, supra, effective with respect to all merchandise entered, 
or withdrawn from warehouse, for consumption on or after the date of 
publication of the notice of the Commission’s determination in the 
FEepERAL REGISTER. 

Accordingly, section 153.43 of the Customs Regulations (19 CFR 
153.43) is hereby amended by deleting from the column headed 
“Merchandise”, the words ‘Primary lead metal’’, from the column 
headed “Country”, the word “Australia”, and from the column 
headed ‘‘T.D.”, reference to T.D. ‘‘74-128”. 

This determination is published pursuant to section 153.41(b), 
Customs Regulations (19 CFR 153.41(b)). 

(Secs. 201, 407, 42 Stat. 11, as amended, 18; 19 U.S.C. 160, 173.) 

(APP-2-04) 


Davin R. Macpona.p, 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 


[Published in the Feprrat Reaister May 7, 1976 (41 FR 18809)] 


(T.D. 76-128) 
Antidumping—Primary lead metal from Canada 


The Secretary of the Treasury makes public a revocation of the finding of dumping 
with respect to primary lead metal from Canada 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D.C., May 3, 1976. 


A finding of dumping with respect to primary lead metal from 
Canada was published as Treasury Decision 74-127 in the FepEra. 
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Reaister of April 17, 1974 (89 FR 13783). On January 8, 1976, 
there was published in the Fepmrat Reaistrer (41 FR 1502) a 
“Notice of Receipt and Referral of Petition for Révocation of Dump- 
ing Finding” with respect to this merchandise. 

The above-referenced notice stated that a petition was received on 
February 4, 1975, on behalf of several large U.S. consumers of lead 
metal requesting a revocation of the dumping finding on primary lead 
metal from Canada and further that such allegations as were made in 
the petition concerned solely alleged changes in circumstances claimed 
to affect the earlier injury determination by the Tariff Commission 
(now the United States International Trade Commission). The notice 
also stated that, having gathered and analyzed additional price infor- 
mation, this matter was being referred to that Commission for what- 
ever review it deemed appropriate. 

In a notice published in the Frprrat Recaister of April 27, 1976 
(41 FR 17628), the United States International Trade Commission 
announced that on the basis of its investigation into the matter, the 
Commission had determined that if the finding of dumping were 
revoked, an industry in the United States would not likely be injured 
by reason of the importation of primary lead metal from Canada at 
less than fair value within the meaning of the Antidumping Act, 1921, 
as amended. 2 

Accordingly, I hereby revoke the finding of dumping published 
as T.D. 74-127, supra, effective with respect to all merchandise 
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, for consumption on or after 
the date of publication of the notice of the Commission’s determination 
in the Fepmrat Reaister. 

Accordingly, section 153.43 of the Customs Regulations (19 CFR 
153.43) is hereby amended by deleting from the column headed 
“Merchandise”, the words “Primary lead metal’, from the column 
headed “‘Country’’, the word “Canada”, and from the column headed 
“T.D.”, reference to T.D. ‘‘74-127”. 

This determination is published pursuant to section 153.41(b), 
Customs Regulations (19 CFR 153.41(b)). 

(Secs. 201, 407, 42 Stat. 11, as amended, 18; 19 U.S.C. 160, 173.) 

(APP-2-04) 
Davip R. MacponaLp, 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 


[Published in the Feprerat Reatster May 7, 1976 (41 FR 18809)] 











18 CUSTOMS 
(T.D. 76-129) 


Foreign currencies—Daily rates for countries not on quarterly list 


Rates of exchange certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York for the Hong Kong dollar, Iran rial, Philippines 
peso, Singapore dollar, Thailand baht (tical) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., April 29, 1976. 


The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 522(c), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), has certified buying 
rates in U.S. dollars for the dates and foreign currencies shown below. 
These rates of exchange are published for the information and use of 
Customs officers and others concerned pursuant to Part 159, Subpart 
C, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 159, Subpart C). 


Hong Kong dollar: 
ApriPt2! IO7OL 22 Bol bse BOTs Bhs RE ae! $0. 2015 
ApHP lS 97S 222) NODS 10 MOM BIO DT BF . 2015 
ADA TE! P9765 255 IO RAEI Si SS Pe Bi . 2015 


April 15, 1976255055 os. eae . 2015 

April: 46;'1076_ sivluul ail. sober waa Jos . 2020 
Tran rial: 

Bored 12, 0G. nvkantaaschs  ie $0. 0144 

ADT 19, 28spcncass=secac bee eaene . 0141 

April 14. 16766 oo i aks as dee ea . 0141 

Aor 1); 1016. 20. pickenbe eee eS . 0141 

April 16, 1076. coe iw tcp ak hance wee . 0141 
Philippines peso: 

April 12-16, 1976... .-SSicti2. Sola $0. 1330 
Singapore dollar: 

Aprll 19, 1006 5... eo sca eigen coe eee $0. 4024 

April 13; 3070. = So SoS sncce seeders reese . 4023 

April 14, 1970. 5. 3.2 oS ae ane . 4026 

Apeney: YO7G ava . 4026 


April 18: BOOTS Oe ud wacaccuua - 4025 
































Thailand baht (tical) : 
Meet 15-18, 1006s. cowie occ saccecccccccccs ~ $0. 0490 
(LIQ-3) 

Wim E. Roy 
for Joun B. O’Lovea tin, 
Director, 

Duty Assessment Division. 


(T.D. 76-130) 


Foreign currencies—Certification of rates 


Federal Reserve Bank of New York 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., April 29, 1976. 


The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 522(c), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), has certified the 
following rates of exchange which varied by 5 per centum or more from 
the quarterly rate published in Treasury Decision 76-121 for the 
following country. Therefore, as to entries covering merchandise 
exported on the dates listed, whenever it is necessary for Customs 
purposes to convert such currency into currency of the United States, 


Rates of exchange certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the 
conversion shall be at the following daily rates: 


Italy lira: 
yar 13, 2076, oo Ss bsnl sn oBeptce $0. 001100 
Bat AD, VOTO ano urant aoe oR ae euce . 001115 
| (LIQ-3) 
Wii E. Roy, 
for Joun B. O’Loveatin, 
Director, 
j Duty Assessment Division. 


{Published in the Feprraut Reaister May 7, 1976 (41 FR 18881)] 





20 CUSTOMS 
(T.D. 76-131) 
Foreign currencies—Daily rates for countries not on quarterly list 


Rates of exchange certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York for the Hong Kong dollar, Iran rial, Philippines 
peso, Singapore dollar, Thailand baht (tical) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., April 80, 1976. 


The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 522(c), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), has certified buying 
rates in U.S. dollars for the dates and foreign currencies shown.below. 
These rates of exchange are published for the information and use of 
Customs officers and others concerned pursuant to Part 159, Subpart 
C, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 159, Subpart C). 


Hong Kong dollar: 


FATAL 10, MUO soo sk ete nak ay a $0. 2020 
Abra) 26, TTB om shove Fk ance det meise - 2020 
April Fh) AGT6 ¢--15-3.23-20) dtip esau hes . 2020 
Pe a Re Eman I . 2020 
Ret 25, Tiere meciioessineth rei Sgiedle blebbion aabeite . 2030 
Tran rial: 
Ror TG, TOG. ci St STOR Oren Sorel Si $0. 0141 
April 20; 107620119 93.01 Voie vure done Sieve 0141 
April 21, 197622! “lish patwotlol oat ta od dhs 0141 
Naytl OF, ON os 0141 
‘MiriiPae - VoRe. - .- -t OV RE SE .0143 
Philippines peso: 
Beal OP BON Of ok ee $0. 1330 
ADU eh N icp eos oat ba nce cubseteukeee . 1330 
OPAL Uke IE i her ade denna dad doen Seem . 1330 
Mor ae Se eae a ee . 1330 
ROO Th, 1h os... acne eee ee . 1325 
Singapore dollar: 
Agel 96, 168 ee eee $0. 4026 
April $0, 1976... -o0nsc oe ee . 4026 
Apel A Wb eo es a oe eee . 4027 
April 42; 1076. 3555 2k eens ee: . 4030 


April 38, 1070 .044 -csscentecvcwe ae - 4015 
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Thailand baht (tical): 
MW, 19-35, IGG. isis ccs coc ekcduwhekinn $0. 0490 
(LIQ-3) 
Wim E. Roy 
for Joun B. O’Loveuuin, 
Director, 
Duty Assessment Division. 


(T.D. 76-132) 
Foreign currencies—Certification of rates 


Rates of exchange certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CusTOMs, 
Washington, D.C., April 29, 1976. 


The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 522(c), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), has certified the 
following rates of exchange which varied by 5 per centum or more 
from the quarterly rate published in Treasury Decision 76-121 for 
the following country. Therefore, as to entries covering merchandise 
exported on the dates listed, whenever it is necessary for Customs 
purposes to convert such currency into currency of the United States, 
conversion shall be at the following daily rates: 


Italy lira: 
MW 2B; 1976. 22e OSE RE Fi $0. 001123 
(LIQ-3) 
Witum E. Roy, 
for Joun B. O’Loveatin, 


Director, 
Duty Assessment Division. 


[Published in the Feprrat Reaister May 7, 1976 (41 FR 18881)]} 
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(T.D. 76-133) 
United States Customs Service Decisions 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., May 4, 1976. 


The following decisions have been recently promulgated by the 
United States Customs Service. 


Donatp W. Lewis, 
for Lronarp LEHMAN, 
Assistant Commissioner, 

Regulations and Rulings. 





T.D. 76-133(1): Valuation—Royalty Payment 


The United States Customs Service has been asked to rule on the 
issue of whether a royalty payment for the right to use a patented 
process which, in turn, is an integral part of the foreign assembly of 
merchandise, is properly a part of constructed value, section 402(d), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1401a(d)). This case 
concerns the duitable status of certain royalties paid by the importer, 
an American company, to the United States owner of patents on 
certain automobile equipment. 

According to the royalty agreement executed between the importer 
and the United States patent holder, the patent holder agreed to grant 
to the former “‘a non-exclusive, non-transferable personal and indi- 
vidual right and license to manufacture ... and sell... .” The 
importer agreed to pay the patent holder specified amounts for items 
“sold by the licensee.” 

The importer ships United States components to its foreign-owned 
subsidiary, which uses the patented process in the assembly of the 
automobile equipment. The basis of appraisement of this merchandise 
is constructed value. 

The importer contends that the royalties which it paid in the past 
should not have been included in the dutiable value. The reasons stated 
to support this contention are that the royalty payments are due on the 
sale of the goods in the United States, and not on their manufacture, 
and the royalties are not due from or by the foreign assembler. The 
American company also argues that the royalties are for the right to 
sell the merchandise as well as to manufacture it. Various cases, 
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including United States v. Cavalier Shipping Co., 56 C.C.P.A. 117, 
C.A.D. 965 (1965), are cited to support these arguments. 

It is the position of the Customs Service that the royalties are 
properly included in dutiable value. The royalty payment is for the 
right to use the patented process which, in turn, is an integral part of 
the assembly of the merchandise. Without a license to use the patented 
process, the process could not be used. Therefore, since the royalty is a 
necessary cost of assembly, it is properly a part of constructed value. 
The mere deferral of payment of the royalty until sale of the auto- 
mobile parts in the United States does not change the fact that the 
payment is a necessary expense in the production of the finished 
products. In this regard, see the Cavalier case, supra. 

We cannot accept the contention that there is no royalty due since 
the foreign assembler has no royalty obligations. The courts have con- 
sistently ruled that it is immaterial who bears the actual cost of the 
royalty. In this regard, see Ford Motor Company v. United States, 
A.R.D. 9 (1952), wherein the court said that the purpose of the cost of 
production statute is to ‘‘derive not the manufacturer’s actual cost, but 
the actual cost of manufacture.” The case of Goodrich-Gulf Chemicals 
Inc. v. United States, R.D. 11733, (1971), applied the same principle to 
the constructed value basis of appraisement. 

Accordingly, we conclude that the royalty payment for the right 
to use a patented process which, in turn, is an integral part of the 
assembly of the merchandise, is properly a part of constructed value. 

This ruling is being published pursuant to section 177.10 of the 
Customs Regulations. (540306) 

SALVATORE E. CARAMAGNO, 
Director, 
Classification and Value Division. 





T.D. 76-133(2): Wearing Apparel—Component Material of Chief Value 


The Customs Service has been asked to determine the component 
material in chief value of a woman’s unornamented coat made of 
leather and woven textile fabric. 

The garment in question is made of cotton, man-made fibers, and 
leather. The value of the leather exceeds the individual values of the 
cotton and man-made fiber components, but not their combined 
value. The value of the man-made fibers exceeds the value of cotton. 
The importer contends that the merchandise should be classified under 
the provision for leather wearing apparel not specially provided for 
in item 791.75, Tariff Schedules of the United States (TSUS). Customs 
officers at the port of entry have indicated that in their opinion the 
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merchandise is properly classifiable under the provision for other 
women’s or girls’ wearing apparel, of man-made fibers, not ornamented 
and not knit, in item 382.81, TSUS. 

Headnote 1, Subpart 6F, Schedule 3, TSUS, provides ‘This subpart 
covers only wearing apparel not specially provided for, of textile 
materials.”” Item 382.81 appears in Subpart 6F of Schedule 3. The 
word “of” is defined in General Headnote 9(f) (i), TSUS, as meaning 
that an article is wholly or in chief value of a material if that material 
exceeds in value each other single component material of the article 
(General Headnote 10(f), TSUS). 

The term “textile materials” is defined for tariff purposes by Head- 
note 2(a), Schedule 3, TSUS, which states generally that the fibers, 
yarns, and fabrics provided for in Parts 1 through 4 of Schedule 3 
constitute ‘textile materials.” The fibers, yarns, and fabrics of cotton 
and man-made fibers, whether wholly of cotton or wholly of man-made 
fibers, or of a combination of the two, are classifiable in Parts 1 through 
4 of Schedule 3. Therefore, in determining the component material of 
chief value in a garment consisting of two or more components which 
are “textile materials” for tariff purposes and a nontextile component, 
and which is not in chief value of any single textile component, it is 
proper to combine the value of the textile materials. Applying this 
rule to the garment in question, the component material in chief 
value for tariff purposes is ‘textile materials” and not leather? 

However, inasmuch as the subject garment is not in chief value of 
any of the components specifically named in Subpart 6F, (i.e., cotton, 
other vegetable fibers, wool, silk, and man-made fibers) it is the 
position of the Customs Service that the garment is classifiable under 
the provision in Subpart 6F for other women’s or girls’ wearing apparel, 
not ornamented, other, in item 382.87, TSUS, and not under the 
provision for other wearing apparel of man-made fibers in item 382.81. 

This ruling is being published pursuant to section 177.10 of the 
Customs Regulations. 


SatvaTorEe E. CaRAMAGNO, 
Director, 
Classification and Value Division. 





T.D. 76-133(3): Tariff Classification—Surgical Support Stockings 


The Customs Service has been asked to rule on the tariff classifi- 
cation of surgical support stockings in chief value of textile materials. 
The issue presented is whether this merchandise is classifiable under 
the provision for “orthopedic appliances, surgical belts, trusses,” and 
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similar articles * * * other,’’*in item’709.57, Tariff Schedules of the 
United States (TSUS), or under the provisions for articles of textile 
materials not specially provided for, according to the component 
material in chief value, in items 386.04—389.70, TSUS. The Customs 
Service has previously ruled in ORR Ruling 403-68 and in Head- 
quarters letters of April 5, 1968 (471.7), and June 6, 1972 (475.43), that 
surgical stockings are classifiable either as articles not specially pro- 
vided for, according to their component material of chief value, or as 
hosiery. 

For tariff classification purposes, a surgical stocking is a leg and 
foot covering which is made from a heavy gauge, opaque, elasticized 
fabric with either a one or a two-way stretch, and which is worn as a 
remedial support of the leg. It is designed for use in post-surgical 
support and in the treatment of thrombophlebitis, varicosities, edema, 
and other physical ailments, and is sold either singly or in pairs. It is 
not the type of merchandise commonly known as support hosiery 
which can be purchased in a variety of retail stores. Surgical stockings 
are usually obtained at the direction of a physician at certain medical 
supply outlets which have personnel specially trained to measure and 
fit the merchandise to the legs of each individual patient. 

The merchandise is similar to surgical belts and trusses in that all 
three types of articles are utilized in the medical treatment of physical 
ailments by the exertion of pressure to particular areas of the human 
body. 

The Customs Service believes there is sufficient evidence to con- 
clude that our previous rulings resulted in the incorrect classiffication 
of the above-described merchandise. The Tariff Classification Study 
(1960), Schedule 3, at page 249, contains the statement with reference 
to the applicability of the provisions for textile articles not specially 
provided for, that: “Imasmuch as the significant articles of trade have 
been specially provided for systematically throughout schedule 3 and 
in a number of special provisions in schedule 7, there seems little 
likelihood that subpart B of part 7 [textile articles not specially pro- 
vided for] would cover very much in the way of sigaificant imports.” 
Further, Headnote 1 of Part 6, Scedule 3 (wearing apparel and ac- 
cessories) provides, in pertinent part, as follows: 

1. This part does not cover— 
* * Eo * * * 
(ii) surgical stockings, surgical belts, and orthopedic devices or 
appliances (see part 2B of schedule 7) (emphasis added). 


The hosiery provisions are located in part 6, Schedule 3. We also note 
that the Tariff Classification Study (1960), Schedule 7, at page 147, 














CUSTOMS 31 


contains the following statement: ‘Item 709.57 is a ‘basket’ provision 
covering a number. of articles presently.dutiable.at various rates on the 
basis of their component material of chief value’? (emphasis added). 

A review of prior rulings reveals that they are not consistent with 
the above-cited material. Those decisions appear to be based on the 
fact that prior to the enactment; of the Tariff Schedules of the United 
States, knit surgical hosiery composed, of rubber and other fibers was 
classified under the provisions of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, 
for articles not specially provided for, according to the component 
material of chief value. 

Based on the clear language of Headnote 1(ii) of Part 6, Schedule 3, 
it is the position of the Customs Service that surgical stockings were 
intended to be classified in item 709.57, TSUS. Accordingly, prior 
rulings are overruled insofar as they would cause surgical support 
hosiery as described above to be classified as an articles not specially 
provided for, according to its component material of chief value, or 
as hosiery in Part 6, Schedule 3. Such merchandise is classifiable in 
item 709.57, TSUS. 

This ruling is being published pursuant to provisions of section 
177.10 of the Customs Regulations. (030229) 


SALVATORE E. CARAMAGNO, 
Director, 
Classification and Value Division. 
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Abstracts 
Abstracted Reappraisement Decisions 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, April 26, 1976. 


The following abstracts of decisions of the United States Customs 
Court at New York are published for the information and guidance 
of officers of the customs and others concerned. Although the decisions 
are not of sufficient general interest to print in full, the summary 
herein given will be of assistance to customs officials in easily locating | 
cases and tracing important facts. ; 

Vernon D. Acrez, 
Commissioner of Customs. 


we cca HERP ESTEE Set RDN Joe Rg 


*Died April 23, 1976. 
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Judgments of the United States Customs Court 
in Appealed Cases 


Aprit 20, 1976 


AppEats 75-9 and 75-10.—Dana Perfumes Corp. v. United States; 
United States v. Dana Perfumes Corp.—Tomet PREPARATIONS 
(CanokE CoLoGNgE), REAPPRAISEMENT OF — GENERAL E:xpENSES— 
Cost oF Propuction.—A.R.D. 320 modified November 13, 1975. 
C.A.D .1162 (rehearing denied January 8, 1976). 


Aprit 23, 1976 


Appgats 75-2, 75-3, 75-4 and 75-5.—United States ». Consolidated 
Merchandising Co., et al——Duismissats ror Lack oF Prosgcvu- 
TION—ENTRY OF DeEcISION AND JUDGMENT—JURISDICTION.— 
Order of May 30, 1974 (C.R.D. 74-7) and decisions and judg- 
ments of June 3, 1974 (Abs. Nos. R74/245, R74/246, R74/247 
and R74/248) reversed and remanded January 15, 1976. C.A.D. 

1164, Dismissal orders of January 9, 1974 reinstated. 
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